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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the initial-boundary value problem of a kind of nonhomogeneous
quasilinear hyperbolic equations

∂tu+A(u)∂xu = F (u), (t, x) ∈ R× [0, L], (1.1)

where u = (u1(t, x), . . . , un(t, x))
T ∈ C1(R × [0, L];U) is the unknown vector, U ⊂ Rn is a

small neighborhood of u = 0, n × n matrix A(u) = (aij(u))
n
i,j=1 and n-dimensional vector

F (u) = (f1(u), . . . , fn(u))
T are both defined on U . The assumptions on the coefficient matrix

A(u) = (aij(u))
n
i,j=1 are the same as [21]. For the completeness of this paper, we reiterate

these symbols here. The smooth matrix-valued function A(u) has n nonzero real eigenvalues
λi(u)(i = 1, . . . , n) and the corresponding smooth left and right eigenvectors

li(u) = (li1(u), ..., lin(u)), ri(u) = (ri1(u), ..., rin(u))
T , ∀u ∈ U , ∀i = 1, . . . , n (1.2)

satisfying
λr(u) < 0 < λs(u), ∀u ∈ U , ∀r = 1, . . . ,m; s = m+ 1, . . . , n, (1.3)
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and
li(u)A(u) = λi(u)li(u), A(u)ri(u) = λi(u)ri(u), ∀u ∈ U ,∀i = 1, . . . .n. (1.4)

Without loss of generality, we may assume that

A(0) = diag {λi(0)}ni=1 (1.5)

is a diagonal matrix. Moreover, by changing the length of li(u), rj(u), we continue to assume
that

li(u)rj(u) = δij , ∀u ∈ U , ∀i, j = 1, . . . , n, (1.6)

|ri(u)| = 1, ∀u ∈ U ,∀i = 1, . . . , n (1.7)

for simplicity. Here δij is the Kronecker’s symbol, and thus

li(0) = eTi , ri(0) = ei, lij(0) = rij(0) = δij , ∀i, j = 1, . . . , n (1.8)

if we denote the i-th unit vector in Rn by ei. Notice λi(u) (i = 1, ..., n) are nonzero, we set

µi(u) = λ−1
i (u), (1.9)

and
µmax = max

i=1,...,n
sup
u∈U

|µi(u)| . (1.10)

By rescaling the time variable (if needed), we can further assume

µmax ≤ 1. (1.11)

We assume the nonhomogeneous term F (u) satisfies

F (0) = 0 (1.12)

and ∇F (0) satisfies the K-weakly diagonally dominant condition, that is, for

G(u) = ∇F (u)

or

gij(u) =
∂

∂uj
fi(u), ∀i, j = 1, ..., n,

there exists a positive constant K ≥ 0 such that

(−gii(0))− (
∑
j ̸=i

|gij(0)|) > −K. (1.13)

Remark 1. If system (1.1) is homogeneous (i.e. F (u) = 0), or the nonhomogeneous term is
superlinear (i.e. ∇F (0) = 0), then (1.13) is satisfied obviously.

Remark 2. If system (1.1) meets the strictly diagonally dominant condition defined in Hsiao[4],
i.e.,

(−gii(0))− (
∑
j ̸=i

|gij(0)|) ≥ b > 0,
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for a positive constant b. Then (1.13) holds and K is taken as zero.

We consider (1.1) with initial data

u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ [0, L], (1.14)

and boundary conditions

x = 0 : us = Gs (hs(t), u1, . . . , um) , s = m+ 1, . . . , n, (1.15)

x = L : ur = Gr (hr(t), um+1, . . . , un) , r = 1, . . . ,m. (1.16)

Here we assume Gs (hs, u1, . . . , um) (s = m+ 1, . . . , n) and Gr (hr, um+1, . . . , un) (r = 1, . . . ,m)
are smooth functions with

Gs(0, 0, . . . , 0) = 0, s = m+ 1, . . . , n, (1.17)

Gr(0, 0, . . . , 0) = 0, r = 1, . . . ,m, (1.18)

and hi(t) (i = 1, ..., n) are small C1 smooth functions. We further suppose that

max
r=1,...,m

∣∣∣∣∂Gr

∂hr
(0, . . . , 0)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

2
, max

s=m+1,...,n

∣∣∣∣∂Gs

∂hs
(0, . . . , 0)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

2
, (1.19)

otherwise, if

max
r=1,...,m

∣∣∣∣∂Gr

∂hr
(0, . . . , 0)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ M0, and M0 >
1

2
,

define
h̃r = 2M0hr,

then

max
r=1,...,m

∣∣∣∣∂Gr

∂h̃r
(0, . . . , 0)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

2
.

As [21], we also need the boundary conditions (1.15)-(1.16) to be dissipative, that is, for
the matrix

Θ = (θij)
n
i,j=1

def.
=

 0
(
∂Gr
∂us

(0, 0, . . . , 0)
)

r=1,...,m
s=m+1,...,n(

∂Gs
∂ur

(0, 0, . . . , 0)
)
s=m+1,...,n
r=1,...,m

0

 ,

we need its minimal characterizing number satisfies

θ = ∥Θ∥min = inf
Γ=diag{γi}ni=1

γi ̸=0

∥∥ΓΘΓ−1
∥∥ < 1, (1.20)

where

∥Θ∥ = max
i=1,...,n

n∑
j=1

|θij | .

In the past decades, many efforts have been made for homogeneous or inhomogeneous
hyperbolic conservation laws, such as [4, 13, 19, 28]. In 1982, Hsiao [4] promoted a simple
algorithm for the nonhomogeneous hyperbolic systems of balance laws with strictly diagonally
dominant dissipation. Kawashima and Shizuta [6, 23] put forward the famous Kawashima
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condition, which had been widely applied in the following studies by many experts. The authors
showed that the strict dissipativity brings about the decay of solutions. After that, many
related results emerged, we can see [7, 8, 9, 20, 23, 27, 30] and the references therein. On the
other hand, the dissipative boundary conditions are needed for considering classical solutions
to the initial-boundary problem of quasilinear hyperbolic system, see [10] for details. In 1985,
Qin [19] considered the homogeneous quasilinear hyperbolic systems with dissipative boundary
conditions. Coron and Bastin [2] studied the exponential stability of classical solutions of one-
dimensional quasi-linear hyperbolic systems with dissipative boundary conditions. The authors
showed the Lyapunov stability results for C1 norm. At the same time, the authors investigated
the BV stability of 2×2 hyperbolic systems of conservation laws with strictly positive velocities
in [3]. In 2015, Li and Liu [12] considered the combined effect of the internal dissipative condition
and the boundary dissipative condition for inhomogeneous quasilinear hyperbolic systems with
small initial data.

As for time-periodic solutions of partial differential equations, there are many contributions
on viscous fluid equations [1, 14, 15, 16] and hyperbolic conservation laws [17, 18, 24]. However,
all the time-periodic solutions they concerned about are induced by time-periodic external forces.
As for the time-periodic solutions derived from time-periodic boundary conditions of hyperbolic
conservation law, there remains few results. Yuan[29] made a breakthrough in considering the
existence and high-frequency limiting behavior of supersonic time-periodic solutions for one-
dimensional isentropic compressible Euler flows. It is worthy to be point out that the temporal
periodic solutions considered in [29] are driven by periodic boundary conditions. For a more
general quasilinear hyperbolic systems, Qu [21] proved the existence, uniqueness and stability of
time-periodic solutions arising from the dissipative and time-periodic boundary. Then, for the
one-dimensional isentropic compressible Euler equations with a linear damping, [22] considered
the time-periodic solutions triggered by time-periodic boundary in a bounded domain. [31]
learned the isentropic compressible Euler equation with nonlinear damping. As for non isentropic
compressible Euler equations, Temple and Young [25, 26] proved the existence of space and time
periodic solutions, we can see them for more details.

In this paper, we are interested in the periodic solutions derived by the time-periodic bound-
ary conditions with a common constant temporal period T∗ > 0,

hi (t+ T∗) = hi(t), ∀t ∈ R, ∀i = 1, . . . , n. (1.21)

We aim to extend all the results in [21] for homogeneous quasilinear hyperbolic equations to
general nonhomogeneous systems with K-weakly diagonally condition (1.13).

The main results are as follows.

Theorem 1 (Existence of time-periodic solutions). Under the assumptions (1.13) and (1.20),
for any small enough K > 0, there exists a small constant ε1 > 0 and a constant CE > 0, such
that for any given ε ∈ (0, ε1), any given T∗ ∈ R+, and any given functions hi(t)(i = 1, . . . , n)
satisfying (1.21) and

max
i=1,...,n

∥hi∥C1 ≤ ε, (1.22)

then there exists a C1 smooth function u0(x) with

∥u0∥C1 ≤ CEε, (1.23)

such that system (1.1) and (1.14)-(1.16) admits a C1 classical solution u = u(P )(t, x) in the
domain D = {(t, x)|t ∈ R, x ∈ [0, L]}, satisfying

u(P ) (t+ T∗, x) = u(P )(t, x), ∀(t, x) ∈ D (1.24)
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and
∥u(P )∥C1(D) ≤ CEε. (1.25)

Remark 3. In fact, from the proof of Theorem 1, the constant K does not have to be arbitrary
small, we can determine an upper bound for K. The upper bound depends only on θ, L and
the maximum of weight functions Wi(x) (i = 1, ..., n). However, this would lead to a tedious
elementary calculation which is not the main purpose of this paper.

Theorem 2 (Stability of the time-periodic solution). Under the assumptions (1.13) and (1.20),
for any arbitrary small K > 0, there exists a small constant ε2 ∈ (0, ε1) and a constant CS > 0,
such that for any given ε ∈ (0, ε2) and any given functions u0(x) and hi(t)(i = 1, . . . , n) satis-
fying (1.21)-(1.23) with certain compatibilities, system (1.1) and (1.14)-(1.16) admits a unique
global C1 classical solution u = u(t, x) on the domain D1 = {(t, x)|t ∈ R+, x ∈ [0, L]}, satisfying∥∥∥u(t, ·)− u(P )(t, ·)

∥∥∥
C0

≤ CSεβ
[t/T0], ∀t ∈ R+, (1.26)

where u(P ), depending on hi(t)(i = 1, . . . , n), is the time-periodic solution obtained in Theorem
1, β ∈ (0, 1) and

T0 = max
i=1,...,n

sup
u∈U

L

|λi(u)|
= Lµmax. (1.27)

Let t → +∞ in (1.26), then we have the uniqueness result.

Corollary 3 (Uniqueness of the time-periodic solution). Under the assumptions (1.13) and
(1.20), there exists a small constant ε3 ∈ (0, ε2), such that for any given ε ∈ (0, ε3) and any
given functions hi(t)(i = 1, . . . , n) satisfying (1.21) and (1.22), the time-periodic solution u =
u(P )(t, x) obtained in Theorem 1 is unique.

Theorem 4 (Regularity of the time-periodic solution). Under the assumptions (1.13) and (1.20),
for all functions hi(t) satisfying (1.21) and (1.22) with further W 2,∞ regularity as

max
i=1,...,n

∥h′′i ∥L∞ ≤ M0 < +∞, (1.28)

there exist constants ε4 ∈ (0, ε1) and MR > 0, such that for any given ε ∈ (0, ε4), the time-
periodic solution u = u(P )(t, x) obtained in Theorem 1 on the domain D1 = {(t, x)|t ∈ R+, x ∈
[0, L]}, also obeys the W 2,∞ regularity with

max
i=1,...,n

{
∥∂2

t u
(P )∥L∞ , ∥∂t∂xu(P )∥L∞ , ∥∂2

xu
(P )∥L∞ ,

}
≤ MR < +∞. (1.29)

Based on Theorem 4, we can further get the stability around the time-periodic solution, that is,

Theorem 5 (Exponential stability around regular time-periodic solution). Under the same as-
sumptions in Theorem 2 and further W 2,∞ regularity (1.28), there exist constants ε5 ∈ (0,min{ε2, ε4})
and C̃S > 0, such that for any given ε ∈ (0, ε5), we have further stability around the time-periodic
solution in C1 with

max{
∥∥∥∂tu(t, ·)− ∂tu

(P )(t, ·)
∥∥∥
C0

,
∥∥∥∂xu(t, ·)− ∂xu

(P )(t, ·)
∥∥∥
C0

} ≤ C̃Sεβ
[t/T0], ∀t ∈ R+. (1.30)

Based on a ingeniously constructed linear iterative scheme and meticulous estimates for the
iterative sequence, we will prove Theorems 1-5 in Sections 2-5.
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2 Existence of time-periodic solutions

In this section, we will construct a time-periodic solutions to problem (1.1) and (1.14)-(1.16)
by an iteration method. To this end, we apply the classical linearization as in [5, 11]. Multiply
system (1.1) by the left eigenvectors li(u) (i = 1, ..., n) from left to get

∂tui + λi(u)∂xui − fi(u) =
n∑

j=1

Bij(u) (∂tuj + λi(u)∂xuj − fj(u)) , i = 1, ..., n, (2.1)

where

Bij(u) =

− lij(u)

lii(u)
, i ̸= j

0, i = j
(2.2)

satisfying
Bij(0) = 0, ∀i, j = 1, ...n. (2.3)

To change the roles of x and t, we multiply µi(u) = λ−1
i (u) to the i − th equation of (2.1) and

get

∂xui + µi(u)∂tui−µi(u)fi(u)

=
n∑

j=1

Bij(u) (∂xuj + µi(u)∂tuj − µi(u)fj(u)) , ∀i, j = 1, ...n.
(2.4)

Define

g̃ij =


µi(0)

∂fi
∂uj

(0) = µi(0)gij(0), j ̸= i,

µi(0)

(
∂fi
∂ui

(0)−K

)
= µi(0) (gii(0)−K) , j = i,

(2.5)

and

g̃NL
i (u) = µi(u)fi(u)−

n∑
j=1

µi(0)
∂fi
∂uj

(0)uj −
n∑

j=1

Bij(u)µi(u)fj(u). (2.6)

Then it is easy to get
g̃NL
i (0) = 0, ∇ug̃

NL
i (0) = 0, (2.7)

i.e., g̃NL
i is a nonlinear term and (2.4) can be rewritten into

∂xui + µi (u) ∂tui − g̃iiui =
n∑

j=1

Bij (u) (∂xuj + µi (u) ∂tuj)

+
∑
j ̸=i

g̃ijuj +Kµi(0)ui + g̃NL
i (u) .

(2.8)

Utilize the K-weakly diagonally dominant type condition (1.13), and notice the fact

−1 ≤ −µmax ≤ µr(0) < 0, ∀r = 1, . . . ,m,

we have

−g̃rr +

∑
j ̸=r

|g̃rj |

 = |µr(0)| · (grr(0)−K) +
∑
j ̸=r

|µr(0)| |grj(0)| < 0, ∀r = 1, . . . ,m.
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So we get g̃rr satisfies the diagonally dominate condition

g̃rr >
(∑
j ̸=r

|g̃rj |
)
≥ 0, ∀r = 1, ...,m. (2.9)

Similarly, since
0 < µs(0) ≤ µmax ≤ 1, ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n,

we have
−g̃ss >

(∑
j ̸=s

|g̃sj |
)
≥ 0, ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n. (2.10)

Now we consider the following iterative system

∂xu
(l)
i + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l)
i − g̃iiu

(l)
i =

n∑
j=1

Bij

(
u(l−1)

)(
∂xu

(l−1)
j + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−1)
j

)
+
∑
j ̸=i

g̃iju
(l−1)
j +Kµi(0)u

(l−1)
i + g̃NL

i

(
u(l−1)

) (2.11)

for l ∈ Z+, and start our iteration from

u(0)(t, x) ≡ 0 (2.12)

with the linearized boundary conditions

x = 0 : u(l)s = Gs

(
hs(t), u

(l−1)
1 , . . . , u(l−1)

m

)
, s = m+ 1, . . . , n, (2.13)

x = L : u(l)r = Gr

(
hr(t), u

(l−1)
m+1 , . . . , u

(l−1)
n

)
, r = 1, . . . ,m. (2.14)

We first prove the following priori estimates :

Proposition 2.1. Suppose the boundary hypotheses satisfy (1.19)-(1.22), for small enough

K > 0, the sequence of C1 solutions u
(l)
i (t, x) (i = 1, ..., n; l ∈ Z+) to the linearized iteration

system (2.11) and (2.13)-(2.14) starting from (2.12) satisfy

1) u
(l)
i (t+ T∗, x) = u

(l)
i (t, x), ∀(t, x) ∈ R× [0, L], (2.15)∥∥∥u(l)i ∥∥∥

C1
≤ M1ε, (2.16)

and ∥∥∥u(l)i − u
(l−1)
i

∥∥∥
C0

≤ M2β
lε (2.17)

for β ∈ (0, 1), small enough ε > 0 and large enough constants M1,M2 > 0.
2) Moreover, we have

max
i=1,...,n

{
2ω
(
δ | ∂tu(l)i (·, x)

)
, ω
(
δ | ∂xu(l)i (·, x)

)}
≤ 1

4
Ω(δ), (2.18)

max
i=1,...,n

{
ω
(
δ | ∂tu(l)i

)
, ω
(
δ | ∂xu(l)i

)}
≤ Ω(δ), (2.19)
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where ω(δ|·) denote modulus of continuity in some sense, by definitions of

ω(δ | f(., x)) = sup
|t1−t2|≤δ

|f (t1, x)− f (t2, x)|

and
ω(δ | f) = sup

|t1−t2|≤δ
|x1−x2|≤δ

|f (t1, x1)− f (t2, x2)| ,

Ω(δ) denotes a continuous function of δ ∈ (0, 1), independent of l, and to be defined later in
(2.70) with

lim
δ→0+

Ω(δ) = 0.

Resemble [21], the proof of Theorem 1 can be derived by Proposition 2.1 directly. First,
from (2.17), we can get the convergence of the sequence {u(l)}∞l=1 according to the C0 Cauchy
sequence property, and thus converges to a C0 function u(P ) uniformly. Then by (2.15), we show
that u(P ) is time-periodic. After that, with (2.16) and (2.19), we can utilize the Arzelà-Ascoli

theorem to get the existence of a subsequence of {u(l)i } that converges to u(P ) in C1 uniformly.

By uniqueness, {u(l)i } (i = 1, ..., n) converges to u(P ) in C1 norm. Therefore, the limit of se-
quence, u(P ), is a C1 smooth solution to system (1.1) and (1.14)-(1.16). To get the initial data,
we take u(P )(x) = u(P )(0, x), then from (2.16) we can get (1.23).

The proof of Proposition 2.1 : We will prove (2.15)-(2.19) in Proposition 2.1 inductively.

Firstly, it is easy to see that (2.15)-(2.16) and (2.18)-(2.19) are satisfied naturally for u
(0)
i = 0,

then for each l ∈ Z+, i = 1, ..., n, we give the following assumptions

u
(l−1)
i (t+ T∗, x) = u

(l−1)
i (t, x), ∀(t, x) ∈ R× [0, L], (2.20)∥∥∥u(l−1)

i

∥∥∥
C1

≤ M1ε, (2.21)∥∥∥u(l−1)
i − u

(l−2)
i

∥∥∥
C0

≤ M2β
l−1ε, (for l ≥ 2) (2.22)

and

max
i=1,...,n

{
2ω
(
δ | ∂tu(l−1)

i (·, x)
)
, ω
(
δ | ∂xu(l−1)

i (·, x)
)}

≤ 1

4
Ω(δ), ∀x ∈ [0, L], (2.23)

max
i=1,...,n

{
ω
(
δ | ∂tu(l−1)

i

)
, ω
(
δ | ∂xu(l−1)

i

)}
≤ Ω(δ). (2.24)

Since (2.11) and (2.13)-(2.14) are decoupled nonhomogeneous linear transport equations for

u
(l)
i (i = 1, ..., n, l ∈ Z+), and notice the time-periodic boundary condition (1.21) and our initial

value of iteration (2.12), the periodic conclusion (2.15) can be obtained by the uniqueness of
solution.

Now, we prove the C0 estimates in (2.16). From the boundary conditions (2.13), for any
s = m+ 1, ..., n, note (1.19) and (1.20), we have∣∣∣u(l)s (t, 0)

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

(
∂Gs

∂hs
(τ · hs, τ · ur)hs(t)

+

m∑
r=1

∂Gs

∂ur
(τ · hs, τ · ur)u(l−1)

r (t, 0)

)
dτ

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ ε

2
+ θM1ε.

(2.25)
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Similarly, on x = L, we have∣∣∣u(l)r (t, L)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε

2
+ θM1ε, ∀r = 1, ...,m. (2.26)

In order to get the C0 estimates in the domain {(t, x)|t ∈ R, 0 < x < L}, we define the

characteristic curve t = t
(l)
i (x; t0, x0) for i = 1, ..., n and l ∈ Z+ by the following ODEs:
d

dx
t
(l)
i (x; t0, x0) = µi

(
u(l−1)

(
t
(l)
i (x; t0, x0) , x

))
,

t
(l)
i (x0; t0, x0) = t0.

(2.27)

Define weight functions Wi(x) (i = 1, ..., n) as

Wr(x) = eg̃rr(L−x), Ws(x) = e−g̃ssx, (2.28)

we can easily get

Wr(x) ≥ 1, Ws(x) ≥ 1, Wr(L) = 1, Ws(0) = 1, (2.29)

W ′
r(x) = −g̃rrWr(x) < 0, W ′

s(x) = −g̃ssWs(x) > 0, (2.30)

thus we have

1 ≤ Wr(x) ≤ max{Wr(0),Ws(L)} = M3, 1 ≤ Ws(x) ≤ M3, (2.31)

and ∫ x0

L
Wr(x)dx =

1−Wr (x0)

g̃rr
≤ 0,

∫ x0

0
Ws(x)dx =

1−Ws (x0)

g̃ss
≥ 0. (2.32)

Note definitions of Wr(x) and Ws(x) in (2.28), we transform equation (2.11) into

∂x

(
Wru

(l)
r

)
+ µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

(
Wru

(l)
r

)
=Wr

(
∂xu

(l)
r + µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l)
r − g̃rru

(l)
r

)
=

n∑
j=1

Wr ·Brj

(
u(l−1)

)(
∂xu

(l−1)
j + µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−1)
j

)
+Wrg̃

NL
r (u(l−1))

+KWrµr(0)u
(l−1)
r +

∑
j ̸=r

Wrg̃rju
(l−1)
j , r = 1, ...,m

(2.33)

and

∂x

(
Wsu

(l)
s

)
+ µs

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

(
Wsu

(l)
s

)
=Ws

(
∂xu

(l)
s + µs

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l)
s − g̃ssu

(l)
s

)
=

n∑
j=1

Ws ·Bsj

(
u(l−1)

)(
∂xu

(l−1)
j + µs

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−1)
j

)
+Wsg̃

NL
s (u(l−1))

+KWsµs(0)u
(l−1)
s +

∑
j ̸=s

Wsg̃sju
(l−1)
j , s = m+ 1, ..., n.

(2.34)
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For s = m + 1, ..., n, we integrate (2.34) along the characteristic curve t = t
(l)
s (x; t0, x0) from

x = 0 to x = x0 to get

Ws(x0)u
(l)
s (t0, x0)−Ws(0)u

(l)
s (t(l)s (0; t0, x0), 0)

=

∫ x0

0

 n∑
j=1

WsBsj

(
u(l−1)

)(
∂xu

(l−1)
j + µs

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−1)
j

)
+Wsg̃

NL
s (u(l−1))

+KWsµs(0)u
(l−1)
s +

∑
j ̸=s

Wsg̃sju
(l−1)
j

 dx.

(2.35)

Noticing that
n∑

j=1
WsBsj

(
u(l−1)

) (
∂xu

(l−1)
j + µs

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−1)
j

)
and Wsg̃

NL
s (u(l−1)) are nonlin-

ear terms, from (2.35) we have

∣∣∣u(l)s (t0, x0)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε

2 + θM1ε

Ws (x0)
+

Cε2 +KLWs(L)M1ε

Ws (x0)
+

(∑
j ̸=s

|g̃sj |

)
(Ws(x0)− 1)

|g̃ss|Ws (x0)
·M1ε

≤ 1

Ws (x0)

(
ε+ θM1ε+KLM3 ·M1ε−M1ε

)
+M1ε,

(2.36)

where we have used the condition (2.10) in the second inequality.
If

θ +KLM3 < 1, and M1 >
1

1− θ −KLM3
, (2.37)

then (2.36) implies ∣∣∣u(l)s (t0, x0)
∣∣∣ ≤ M1ε. (2.38)

Here
θ +KLM3 < 1

denote the coupled relationship between dissipation boundary and K-weakly diagonally dom-
inant source term. Similarly, for r = 1, ...,m, integrate (2.33) along the characteristic curve

t = t
(l)
r (x; t0, x0) from x = L to x = x0 to get

Wr(x0)u
(l)
r (t0, x0)−Wr(L)u

(l)
r (t(l)r (L; t0, x0), L)

=

∫ x0

L

 n∑
j=1

WrBrj

(
u(l−1)

)(
∂xu

(l−1)
j + µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−1)
j

)
+Wrg̃

NL
r (u(l−1))

+KWrµr(0)u
(l−1)
r +

∑
j ̸=r

Wrg̃rju
(l−1)
j

 dx,

(2.39)

then from (2.9), (2.26) and (2.37), we get

∣∣∣u(l)r (t0, x0)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε

2 + θM1ε

Wr (x0)
+

Cε2 +KLWr(0)M1ε

Wr (x0)
+

(∑
j ̸=r

|g̃rj |

)
(Wr(x0)− 1)

|g̃rr|Wr (x0)
·M1ε

≤ 1

Wr (x0)

(
ε+ θM1ε+KLM3 ·M1ε−M1ε

)
+M1ε

≤ M1ε.

(2.40)
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Then we finish the C0 norm estimates. As noted in Remark 3, for convenience, we will always
assume K sufficiently small in the following proof.

For C1 estimates, we denote

z
(l)
i = ∂tu

(l)
i , ω

(l)
i = ∂xu

(l)
i , i = 1, ..., n, (2.41)

then on the boundary, applying ∂t to (2.13) and (2.14) yields

x = 0 : z(l)s =
∂Gs

∂hs

(
hs, u

(l−1)
1 , ..., u(l−1)

m

)
h′s(t)

+
m∑
r=1

∂Gs

∂ur

(
hs, u

(l−1)
1 , . . . , u(l−1)

m

)
z(l−1)
r , ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n,

(2.42)

x = L : z(l)r =
∂Gr

∂hr

(
hr, u

(l−1)
m+1 , . . . , u

(l−1)
n

)
h′r(t)

+

n∑
s=m+1

∂Gr

∂us

(
hs, u

(l−1)
m+1 , . . . , u

(l−1)
r

)
z(l−1)
s , ∀r = 1, ...,m.

(2.43)

From (1.19), (1.20) and (1.22) we deduce∣∣∣z(l)s (t, 0)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε

2
+ θM1ε ≤ αM1ε, ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n, (2.44)

and ∣∣∣z(l)r (t, 0)
∣∣∣ ≤ ε

2
+ θM1ε ≤ αM1ε, ∀r = 1, ...,m, (2.45)

where we take α = θ+1
2 ∈ (θ, 1) and M1 >

100
1−α > 0. In the domain {(t, x)|t ∈ R, 0 < x < L}, we

take the temporal derivative to (2.11) and get

∂xz
(l)
i + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tz

(l)
i − g̃iiz

(l)
i

=−
n∑

j=1

∂µi

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j z

(l)
i +

n∑
j,k=1

Bij

(
u(l−1)

) ∂µi

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k z

(l−1)
j

+
n∑

j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k

(
ω
(l−1)
j + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

)
+

n∑
j=1

(
∂x + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

)(
Bij

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

)
−

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

(
ω
(l−1)
k + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k

)
+

n∑
j=1

∂g̃NL
i

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j +Kµi(0)z

(l−1)
i +

∑
j ̸=i

g̃ijz
(l−1)
j , ∀i = 1, ..., n.

(2.46)

Moreover, we rewrite (2.46) with Wr(x) (r = 1, ...,m) and Ws(x) (s = m+ 1, ..., n) in the form

∂x

(
Wrz

(l)
r

)
+ µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

(
Wrz

(l)
r

)
=−

n∑
j=1

∂µr

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

(
Wrz

(l)
r

)

11



+
n∑

j=1

(
∂x + µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

)(
WrBrj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

)

+Wr

 n∑
j,k=1

∂Brj

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)(
z
(l−1)
k ω

(l−1)
j − z

(l−1)
j ω

(l−1)
k

)

+
n∑

j,k=1

Brj

(
u(l−1)

) ∂µr

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k z

(l−1)
j +

n∑
j=1

g̃rrBrj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

+
n∑

j=1

∂g̃NL
r

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j +Kµr(0)z

(l−1)
r +

∑
j ̸=r

g̃rjz
(l−1)
j

 ,

(2.47)

and

∂x

(
Wsz

(l)
s

)
+ µs

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

(
Wsz

(l)
s

)
=−

n∑
j=1

∂µs

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

(
Wsz

(l)
s

)
+

n∑
j=1

(
∂x + µs

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

)(
WsBsj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

)

+Ws

 n∑
j,k=1

∂Bsj

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)(
z
(l−1)
k ω

(l−1)
j − z

(l−1)
j ω

(l−1)
k

)

+

n∑
j,k=1

Bsj

(
u(l−1)

) ∂µs

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k z

(l−1)
j +

n∑
j=1

g̃ssBsj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

+
n∑

j=1

∂g̃NL
s

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j +Kµs(0)z

(l−1)
s +

∑
j ̸=s

g̃sjz
(l−1)
j

 .

(2.48)

Notice that ∇g̃NL
i (0) = 0, the term

n∑
j=1

∂g̃NL
i

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j is equivalent to ε2. To get the C0

estimates of z
(l)
r and z

(l)
s by (2.47) and (2.48), the main difficulty comes from the first term of

the right hand. We overcome this aporia by bootstrap arguments.

For s = m+1, ..., n, exchange the role of x and t, z
(l)
s satisfy the decoupled linear transport

equation (2.42)(2.48) if we regard u(l−1) and z(l−1) as given functions. Therefore, for any (t, x) ∈
R× [0, L], we have the existence and uniqueness of z

(l)
s (t, x). Moreover, note the initial condition

(2.42), there exists a constant L∗ ∈ (0, L] such that

max
x∈[0,L∗]

max
t

∣∣∣z(l)s (t, x)
∣∣∣ ≤ M1ε. (2.49)

Now we show that L∗ can be extended to L by contradiction. If (2.49) holds, and

max
t

∣∣∣z(l)s (t, L∗)
∣∣∣ = M1ε, (2.50)

we will present that

max
x∈[0,L∗]

max
t

∣∣∣z(l)s (t, x)
∣∣∣ < M1ε (2.51)
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for any L∗ ≤ L. Integrate (2.48) along the characteristic curve t = t
(l)
s (x; t0, x0) from x = 0 to

x = x0 ≤ L∗, and we get

Ws (x0) z
(l)
s (t0, x0)−Ws(0)z

(l)
s

(
t(l)s (0; t0, x0) , 0

)
=

∫ x0

0

−
n∑

j=1

∂µs

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

(
Wsz

(l)
s

)∣∣∣∣∣∣(
t
(l)
s (x;t0,x0),x

) dx

+
(
WsBsj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

)∣∣∣(t0,x0)

(tls(0;t0,x0),0)

+

∫ x0

0
Ws

 n∑
j,k=1

∂Bsj

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)(
z
(l−1)
k ω

(l−1)
j − z

(l−1)
j ω

(l−1)
k

)

+
n∑

j,k=1

Bsj

(
u(l−1)

) ∂µs

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k z

(l−1)
j +

n∑
j=1

g̃ssBsj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

+

n∑
j=1

∂g̃NL
s

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j +Kµs(0)z

(l−1)
s

∣∣∣∣∣∣(
t
(l)
s (x;t0,x0),x

) dx

+

∫ x0

0

Ws

∑
j ̸=s

g̃sjz
(l−1)
j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(tls(x;t0,x0),x)

dx,

(2.52)

then we have

∣∣∣z(l)s (t0, x0)
∣∣∣ ≤ αM1ε

Ws (x0)
+

C
(
ε2 +Kε

)
Ws (x0)

+

( ∑
j ̸=s

|g̃sj |
)
(Ws(x0)− 1)

|g̃ss|Ws (x0)
·M1ε

≤ (M1 − 100) ε

Ws (x0)
+

ε

Ws (x0)
+

Ws (x0)− 1

Ws (x0)
·M1ε

= M1ε−
99

Ws (x0)
ε < M1ε,

(2.53)

here we have used the fact M1 > 100
1−α > 0. Consequently, for any (t, x) ∈ R× [0, L], we get the

temporal derivative estimation∣∣∣z(l)s (t, x)
∣∣∣ ≤ M1ε, ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n. (2.54)

Similarly, integrating (2.47) along the characteristic curve t = t
(l)
r (x; t0, x0) from x = L to

x = x0 ≥ 0, we obtain∣∣∣z(l)r (t, x)
∣∣∣ ≤ M1ε, ∀r = 1, ...,m, ∀(t, x) ∈ R× [0, L]. (2.55)

Furthermore, take M1 > 2 max
i=1,...,n

∑n
j=1 |g̃ij |, then from (2.11) we can directly derive

∣∣∣ω(l)
i (t, x)

∣∣∣ ≤ M1ε, ∀i = 1, ..., n. (2.56)
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Therefor, the C1 estimates are obtained.
Next, we will prove the C0 Cauchy sequence property (2.17). For l = 1, since (2.12), it can

be derived from (2.36)-(2.40) directly. For l ≥ 2, on the boundary, we have

x = 0 : u(l)s − u(l−1)
s

=

m∑
r=1

∫ 1

0

∂Gs

∂ur

(
hs(t), τu

(l−1)
1 + (1− τ)u

(l−2)
1 , . . . ,

τu(l−1)
m + (1− τ)u(l−2)

m

)
dτ ·

(
u(l−1)
r − u(l−2)

r

)
, ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n,

(2.57)

x = L : u(l)r − u(l−1)
r

=

n∑
s=m+1

∫ 1

0

∂Gr

∂us

(
hr(t), τu

(l−1)
m+1 + (1− τ)u

(l−2)
m+1 , . . . ,

τu(l−1)
n + (1− τ)u(l−2)

n

)
dτ ·

(
u(l−1)
s − u(l−2)

s

)
, ∀r = 1, ...,m

(2.58)

from (2.13)-(2.14), and then∣∣∣u(l)s (t, 0)− u(l−1)
s (t, 0)

∣∣∣ ≤ θ (1 + Cε)M2β
l−1ε, (2.59)∣∣∣u(l)r (t, L)− u(l−1)

r (t, L)
∣∣∣ ≤ θ (1 + Cε)M2β

l−1ε. (2.60)

Notice that Wi (i = 1, ..., n) are independent on l, then from (2.33)-(2.34) we arrive at

∂x

(
Wr

(
u(l)r − u(l−1)

r

))
+ µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

(
Wr

(
u(l)r − u(l−1)

r

))
=−Wr∂tu

(l−1)
r

(
µr

(
u(l−1)

)
− µr

(
u(l−2)

))
+Wr

 n∑
j=1

Brj

(
u(l−1)

)(
∂x + µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

)(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)

+
n∑

j=1

(
Brj

(
u(l−1)

)
−Brj

(
u(l−2)

))(
∂x + µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

)
u
(l−2)
j

+

n∑
j=1

Brj

(
u(l−2)

)(
µr

(
u(l−1)

)
− µr

(
u(l−2)

))
∂tu

(l−2)
j + g̃NL

r

(
u(l−1)

)

− g̃NL
r

(
u(l−2)

)
+Kµr(0)

(
u(l−1)
r − u(l−2)

r

)
+
∑
j ̸=r

g̃rj

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)

(2.61)

=
(
∂x + µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

) n∑
j=1

WrBrj

(
u(l−1)

)(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)+ I1

+Wr

β
∑
j ̸=r

g̃rj

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)
+ (1− β)

∑
j ̸=r

g̃rj

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)
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and
∂x

(
Ws

(
u(l)s − u(l−1)

s

))
+ µs

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

(
Ws

(
u(l)s − u(l−1)

s

))
=
(
∂x + µs

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

) n∑
j=1

WsBsj

(
u(l−1)

)(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)+ I2

+Ws

β
∑
j ̸=s

g̃sj

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)
+ (1− β)

∑
j ̸=s

g̃sj

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

) ,

(2.62)

where

I1 =Wr

(
−

n∑
j=1

∂tu
(l−1)
r

∫ 1

0

∂µr

∂uj

(
τu(l−1) + (1− τ)u(l−2)

)
dτ ·

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)
−

n∑
j,k=1

∂Brj

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)(
∂xu

(l−1)
k + µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−1)
k

)(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)
+

n∑
j=1

Brj

(
u(l−1)

)
g̃rr

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)
+

n∑
j,k=1

(
∂xu

(l−2)
j + µr

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−2)
j

)
·
∫ 1

0

∂Brj

∂uk

(
τu(l−1) + (1− τ)u(l−2)

)
dτ ·

(
u
(l−1)
k − u

(l−2)
k

)

+

n∑
j,k=1

Brj

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−2)
j

∫ 1

0

∂µr

∂uk

(
τu(l−1) + (1− τ)u(l−2)

)
dτ ·

(
u
(l−1)
k − u

(l−2)
k

)
+

n∑
j=1

∫ 1

0

∂g̃NL
r

∂uj

(
τu

(l−1)
j + (1− τ)u

(l−2)
j

)
dτ ·

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)
+Kµr(0)

(
u(l−1)
r − u(l−2)

r

))
,

I2 =Ws

(
−

n∑
j=1

∂tu
(l−1)
s

∫ 1

0

∂µs

∂uj

(
τu(l−1) + (1− τ)u(l−2)

)
dτ ·

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)
−

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bsj

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)(
∂xu

(l−1)
k + µs

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−1)
k

)(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)
+

n∑
j=1

Bsj

(
u(l−1)

)
g̃ss

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)
+

n∑
j,k=1

(
∂xu

(l−2)
j + µs

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−2)
j

)
·
∫ 1

0

∂Bsj

∂uk

(
τu(l−1) + (1− τ)u(l−2)

)
dτ ·

(
u
(l−1)
k − u

(l−2)
k

)
+

n∑
j,k=1

Bsj

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−2)
j

∫ 1

0

∂µs

∂uk

(
τu(l−1) + (1− τ)u(l−2)

)
dτ ·

(
u
(l−1)
k − u

(l−2)
k

)
+

n∑
j=1

∫ 1

0

∂g̃NL
s

∂uj

(
τu

(l−1)
j + (1− τ)u

(l−2)
j

)
dτ ·

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)
+Kµs(0)

(
u(l−1)
s − u(l−2)

s

))
.
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Integrate (2.62) along the characteristic curve t = t
(l)
s (x; t0, x0) (s = m+1, ..., n) from x = 0

to x = x0 to get

Ws (x0)
(
u(l)s (t0, x0)− u(l−1)

s (t0, x0)
)

−Ws(0)
(
u(l)s

(
t(l)s (0; t0, x0) , 0

)
− u(l−1)

s

(
t(l)s (0; t0, x0) , 0

))
=

n∑
j=1

(
WsBsj

(
u(l−1)

)(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

))∣∣∣∣∣∣
(t0,x0)

(
t
(l)
s (0;t0,x0),0

) +

∫ x0

0
I2 |t=t

(l)
s (x;t0,x0)

dx

+ β

∫ x0

0

∑
j ̸=s

Wsg̃sj

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
t=t

(l)
s (x;t0,x0)

dx

+ (1− β)

∫ x0

0

∑
j ̸=s

Wsg̃sj

(
u
(l−1)
j − u

(l−2)
j

)∣∣∣
t=t

(l)
s (x;t0,x0)

dx,

(2.63)

thus we have∣∣∣u(l)s (t0, x0)− u(l−1)
s (t0, x0)

∣∣∣
≤θ(1 + Cε)

Ws(x0)
M2β

l−1ε+
C(ε+K)

Ws(x0)
M2β

l−1ε+

(∑
j ̸=s

|g̃sj |

)
(Ws(x0)− 1)

|g̃ss|Ws(x0)
M2β

lε

+

(∑
j ̸=s

|g̃sj |

)
(Ws(x0)− 1)

|g̃ss|Ws(x0)
(1− β)M2β

l−1ε

≤M2β
lε+

M2β
l−1ε

Ws (x0)

(
θ (1 + Cε) + C (ε+K) + (1− β)Ws (x0)− 1

)
.

(2.64)

Take 0 < 1− β ≪ 1, β ∈ (0, 1) such that

1− β < min
i=1,...,n

inf
x

1− θ

Wi(x)
, (2.65)

where β is independent of t, x, l and ε. Take ε ≪ 1, K ≪ 1, then we have

θ(1 + Cε) + C(ε+K) + (1− β)Ws (x0)− 1 < 0.

Therefore, ∣∣∣u(l)s (t0, x0)− u(l−1)
s (t0, x0)

∣∣∣ ≤ M2β
lε, ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n. (2.66)

Similarly we have ∣∣∣u(l)r (t0, x0)− u(l−1)
r (t0, x0)

∣∣∣ ≤ M2β
lε, ∀r = 1, ...,m. (2.67)

Thus, the proof of (2.17) is finished.

Now we focus on (2.18) and (2.19). First we show the modulus of continuity for u
(l)
i on the

temporal directions, i.e. (2.18). On the boundary x = 0, for any two points (t1, 0) and (t2, 0)
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with |t1 − t2| ≤ δ, from (2.42) we have

z(l)s (t2, 0)− z(l)s (t1, 0)

=
∂Gs

∂hs

(
hs, u

(l−1)
1 , . . . , u(l−1)

m

)
(t2, 0)

(
h′s (t2)− h′s (t1)

)
+

∫ 1

0

(
∂2Gs

∂h2s

(
τhs (t2) + (1− τ)hs (t1) , τu

(l−1)
1 (t2, 0) + (1− τ)u

(l−1)
1 (t1, 0) , . . . ,

τu(l−1)
m (t2, 0) + (1− τ)u(l−1)

m (t1, 0)
)
· (hs (t2)− hs (t1))

+
m∑
r=1

∂2Gs

∂ur∂hs

(
τhs (t2) + (1− τ)hs (t1) , τu

(l−1)
1 (t2, 0) + (1− τ)u

(l−1)
1 (t1, 0), · · · ,

τu(l−1)
m (t2, 0) + (1− τ)u(l−1)

m (t1, 0)
)
·
(
u(l−1)
r (t2, 0)− u(l−1)

r (t1, 0)
))

dτ · h′
s (t1)

+
m∑
r=1

∂Gs

∂ur

(
hs, u

(l−1)
1 , . . . , u(l−1)

m

)
(t2, 0) ·

(
z(l−1)
r (t2, 0)− z(l−1)

r (t1, 0)
)

+

∫ 1

0

(
∂2Gs

∂hs∂ur

(
τhs (t2) + (1− τ)hs (t1) , τu

(l−1)
1 (t2, 0) + (1− τ)u

(l−1)
1 (t1, 0) , . . . ,

τu(l−1)
m (t2, 0) + (1− τ)u(l−1)

m (t1, 0)
)
· (hs (t2)− hs(t1))

+
m∑
r̃=1

∂2Gs

∂ur̃∂ur

(
τhs (t2) + (1− τ)hs (t1) , τu

(l−1)
1 (t2, 0) + (1− τ)u

(l−1)
1 (t1, 0), · · · ,

τu(l−1)
m (t2, 0) + (1− τ)u(l−1)

m (t1, 0)
)
·
(
u
(l−1)
r̃ (t2, 0)− u

(l−1)
r̃ (t1, 0)

))
dτ

· z(l−1)
r (t1, 0) ,

(2.68)

and for any two points (t2, L) and (t1, L) with |t1 − t2| ≤ δ on x = L, we have

z(l)r (t2, L)− z(l)r (t1, L)

=
∂Gr

∂hr

(
hr, u

(l−1)
m+1 , . . . , u

(l−1)
n

)
(t2, L)

(
h′r (t2)− h′r (t1)

)
+

∫ 1

0

(
∂2Gr

∂h2r

(
τhr (t2) + (1− τ)hr (t1) , τu

(l−1)
m+1 (t2, L) + (1− τ)u

(l−1)
m+1 (t1, L) , . . . ,

τu(l−1)
n (t2, L) + (1− τ)u(l−1)

n (t1, L)
)
· (hr (t2)− hr (t1))

+

n∑
s=m+1

∂2Gr

∂us∂hr

(
τhr (t2) + (1− τ)hr (t1) , τu

(l−1)
m+1 (t2, L) + (1− τ)u

(l−1)
m+1 (t1, L), · · · ,

τu(l−1)
n (t2, L) + (1− τ)u(l−1)

n (t1, L)
)
·
(
u(l−1)
r (t2, L)− u(l−1)

r (t1, L)
))

dτ · h′
r (t1)

+

n∑
s=m+1

∂Gr

∂us

(
hr, u

(l−1)
m+1 , . . . , u

(l−1)
n

)
(t2, L) ·

(
z(l−1)
r (t2, L)− z(l−1)

r (t1, L)
)

(2.69)
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+

∫ 1

0

(
∂2Gr

∂hr∂us

(
τhr (t2) + (1− τ)hr (t1) , τu

(l−1)
m+1 (t2, L) + (1− τ)u

(l−1)
m+1 (t1, L) , . . . ,

τu(l−1)
n (t2, L) + (1− τ)u(l−1)

n (t1, L)
)
· (hr (t2)− hr(t1))

+
n∑

s̃=m+1

∂2Gr

∂us̃∂us

(
τhr (t2) + (1− τ)hr (t1) , τu

(l−1)
m+1 (t2, L) + (1− τ)u

(l−1)
m+1 (t1, L), · · · ,

τu(l−1)
n (t2, L) + (1− τ)u(l−1)

n (t1, L)
)
·
(
u
(l−1)
s̃ (t2, L)− u

(l−1)
s̃ (t1, L)

))
dτ

· z(l−1)
s (t1, L) .

Then we have

ω
(
δ | z(l)s (·, 0)

)
≤ ω

(
δ | h′s

)
+ Cε2δ + (1 + Cε) θ · ω

(
δ | z(l−1)

r (·, 0)
)

and
ω
(
δ | z(l)r (·, L)

)
≤ ω

(
δ | h′r

)
+ Cε2δ + (1 + Cε) θ · ω

(
δ | z(l−1)

s (·, L)
)
.

Take

Ω(δ) =

n∑
i=1

200

1− α
ω
(
δ | h′i

)
+M4εδ, (2.70)

where M4 is a big constant which will be determined in (2.76), then we get

ω
(
δ | z(l)s (·, 0)

)
⩽

α

8
Ω(δ), ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n,

and
ω
(
δ | z(l)r (·, L)

)
⩽

α

8
Ω(δ), ∀r = 1, ...,m.

According to the definition (2.70), Ω (δ) is continuous and

lim
δ→0+

Ω (δ) = 0.

Moreover, integrate (2.48) along the characteristic curve t = t
(l)
s (x; t2, x0) and t = t

(l)
s (x; t1, x0)

from x = 0 to x = x0, we have

Ws (x0)
(
z(l)s (t2, x0)− z(l)s (t1, x0)

)
=z(l)s

(
t(l)s (0; t2, x0), 0

)
− z(l)s

(
t(l)s (0; t1, x0), 0

)

+ Ws(x0)
∑
j ̸=s

Bsj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(t2,x0)

(t1,x0)

−
∑
j ̸=s

Bsj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(
t
(l)
s (0;t2,x0),0

)
(
t
(l)
s (0;t1,x0),0

)

+

∫ x0

0

−
n∑

j=1

∂µs

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j Wsz

(l)
s

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(
t
(l)
s (x;t2,x0),x

)
(
t
(l)
s (x;t1,x0),x

) dx

+

∫ x0

0
(I3)

∣∣∣∣
(
t
(l)
s (x;t2,x0),0

)
(
t
(l)
s (x;t1,x0),0

) dx+

∫ x0

0

Ws

∑
j ̸=s

g̃sjz
(l−1)
j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(
t
(l)
s (x;t2,x0),0

)
(
t
(l)
s (x;t1,x0),0

) dx,

(2.71)
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where

I3 =Ws

 n∑
j,k=1

∂Bsj

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)(
z
(l−1)
k ω

(l−1)
j − z

(l−1)
j ω

(l−1)
k

)

+
n∑

j,k=1

Bsj

(
u(l−1)

) ∂µs

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k z

(l−1)
j +

n∑
j=1

g̃ssBsj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

+

n∑
j=1

∂g̃NL
s

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j +Kµs(0)z

(l−1)
s

)
, ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n.

Utilize the definition of t
(l)
i (x; t0, x0)(i = 1, ..., n), i.e. (2.27), we have

t
(l)
i (x; t2, x0)− t

(l)
i (x; t1, x0)

=t2 − t1 +

∫ x

x0

(
µi

(
u(l−1)

(
t
(l)
i (y; t2, x0) , y

))
− µi

(
u(l−1)

(
t
(l)
i (y; t1, x0) , y

)))
dy

=t2 − t1 +

∫ x

x0

∫ 1

0

n∑
j=1

∂µi

∂uj

∂u
(l−1)
j

∂t

(
τt

(l)
i (y; t2, x0) + (1− τ)t

(l)
i (y; t1, x0) , y

)
dτ

·
(
t
(l)
i (y; t2, x0)− t

(l)
i (y; t1, x0)

)
dy,

then applying the Gronwall’s inequality, we get∣∣∣t(l)i (x; t2, x0)− t
(l)
i (x; t1, x0)

∣∣∣ ≤ (1 + Cε) |t2 − t1| ≤ (1 + Cε)δ. (2.72)

Due to the concavity, we have

1

1 + Cε
Ω ((1 + Cε) δ) +

Cε

1 + Cε
Ω(0) ≤ Ω(δ),

i.e.
Ω ((1 + Cε)δ) ≤ (1 + Cε)Ω(δ). (2.73)

Thus from (2.71)-(2.73), and the bootstrap arguments, we get

ω
(
δ | z(l)s (·, x0)

)
≤
(1 + Cε) α

8Ω(δ)

Ws (x0)
+

CεΩ(δ) + Cε2δ

Ws (x0)
+

(
∑
j ̸=s

|g̃sj |) (Ws (x0)− 1)

|g̃ss|Ws (x0)
· 1 + Cε

8
Ω(δ)

<
1

8
Ω(δ), ∀s = m+ 1, . . . , n.

(2.74)

Similarly, we have

ω
(
δ | z(l)r (·, x0)

)
<

1

8
Ω(δ), ∀r = 1, . . . ,m. (2.75)

Now take
M4 > 1 + 100max

i
|g̃ii| ·M1, (2.76)

then ∣∣∣g̃ii (u(l)i (t2, x0)− u
(l)
i (t1, x0)

)∣∣∣ ≤ |g̃ii| ·M1ε · δ ≤ 1

100
M4εδ.
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Hence from (2.11), we have

ω
(
δ | ∂xu(l)i (·, x0)

)
<

1

4
Ω(δ), ∀i = 1, . . . , n. (2.77)

Thus we complete the estimation (2.18).
Finally, we prove the estimation of the modulus of continuity (2.19) with the help of (2.18).

For t0 ∈ R, 0 ≤ x1 < x2 ≤ L and |x2 − x1| < δ, note µmax ≤ 1, we have∣∣∣t(l)i (x2; t0, x1)− t0

∣∣∣ ≤ δ, ∀i = 1, ..., n.

See Figure 1.

Figure 1

Integrate (2.48) along the characteristic curve t = t
(l)
s (x; t0, x1) from x = x1 to x = x2 and

get

Ws (x2) z
(l)
s

(
t(l)s (x2; t0, x1) , x2

)
−Ws (x1) z

(l)
s (t0, x1)

=
n∑

j=1

(
WsBsj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
(
t
(l)
s (x2;t0,x1),x2

)

(t0,x1)

+

∫ x2

x1

−
n∑

j=1

∂µs

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j Wsz

(l)
s

 dx

+

∫ x2

x1

(I3)dx+
∑
j ̸=s

∫ x2

x1

(
Ws(x)g̃sjz

(l−1)
j

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
t=t

(l)
s (x;t0,x1)

dx,

so that ∣∣∣z(l)s

(
t(l)s (x2; t0, x1) , x2

)
− z(l)s (t0, x1)

∣∣∣
≤|Ws (x1)−Ws (x2)|

Ws (x2)
·M1ε+ Cε2δ + CKεδ + CεΩ(δ)

+

(
∑
j ̸=s

|g̃sj |) |Ws (x1)−Ws (x2)|

|g̃ss| ·Ws (x2)
·M1ε.

(2.78)

Notice that
|Ws (x1)−Ws (x2)|

Ws (x2)
≤ 2 |g̃ss| δ,
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then we have ∣∣∣z(l)s

(
t(l)s (x2; t0, x1) , x2

)
− z(l)s (t0, x1)

∣∣∣ ≤ Cε · Ω(δ) + 1

20
M4εδ,

thus ∣∣∣z(l)s (t0, x1)− z(l)s (t0, x2)
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣z(l)s (t0, x1)− z(l)s

(
t(l)s (x2; t0, x1) , x2

)∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣z(l)s

(
t(l)s (x2; t0, x1) , x2

)
− z(l)s (t0, x2)

∣∣∣
≤CεΩ(δ) +

1

20
M4εδ +

1

8
Ω(δ)

≤1

5
Ω(δ).

Therefore, when |t1 − t2| < δ and |x1 − x2| < δ,∣∣∣z(l)s (t1, x1)− z(l)s (t2, x2)
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣z(l)s (t1, x1)− z(l)s (t1, x2)

∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣z(l)s (t1, x2)− z(l)s (t2, x2)
∣∣∣

≤1

5
Ω(δ) +

1

8
Ω(δ)

≤13

40
Ω(δ), ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n.

(2.79)

Similarly, we have ∣∣∣z(l)r (t1, x1)− z(l)r (t2, x2)
∣∣∣ ≤ 13

40
Ω(δ), ∀r = 1, ...,m. (2.80)

Substitute (2.79) and (2.80) into (2.11), then we finish the prove of (2.19), so as to Proposition
2.1.

3 Stability of the time-periodic solution

In this section, we will prove the stability of the time-periodic solution u(P ) obtained in
Section 2. Firstly, we give Lemma 3.1, which demonstrates the existence and uniqueness of C1

solution for initial-boundary problem (1.1) and (1.14)-(1.16) with dissipation boundary condi-
tion and K-weakly diagonally dominate source terms.

Lemma 3.1 Suppose assumptions (1.13) and (1.20) fulfil with small enough positive constant
K, there exists a small constant ε̃2, such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε̃2), there exists σ > 0, if

∥ui0∥C1[0,L] + ∥hi(t)∥C1(R+) ≤ σ (3.1)

for i = 1, 2, ..., n, the initial-boundary problem (1.1) and (1.14)-(1.16) have an unique C1 solution
satisfying

∥ui(t, x)∥C1(R+×[0,L]) ≤ CEε. (3.2)

With the same method in [10], we can give the proof of Lemma 3.1. Here we omit the details.

21



From Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 1, it is easy to see that

max
i=1,...,n

∥ui(t, ·)− u
(P )
i (t, ·)∥C0 ≤ 2CEε, ∀t ∈ R+.

Then we will prove Theorem 2 inductively. Suppose for some t0 ≥ 0 and N ∈ N, we have

max
i=1,...,n

∥∥∥ui(t, ·)− u
(P )
i (t, ·)

∥∥∥
C0

≤ CSεβ
N , ∀t ∈ [t0, t0 + T0] (3.3)

where N = [t/T0], CS = 2CE , β ∈ (0, 1), then we will show that

max
i=1,...,n

∥∥∥ui(t, ·)− u
(P )
i (t, ·)

∥∥∥
C0

≤ CSεβ
N+1, ∀t ∈ [t0 + T0, t0 + 2T0] . (3.4)

For simplicity, we denote the continuous fuction

Φ(t) = max
i

sup
x∈[0,L]

∣∣∣ui(t, x)− u
(P )
i (t, x)

∣∣∣ .
Then to prove (3.4), we only need to show

Φ(t) ≤ CSεβ
N+1, ∀t ∈ [t0 + T0, τ ] , (3.5)

under the hypothesis

Φ(t) ≤ CSεβ
N , ∀t ∈ [t0, τ ] , τ ∈ [t0 + T0, t0 + 2T0] . (3.6)

To this end, we need to consider the formula of u(P )(t, x). On the boundary, similarly to (1.15)-
(1.16) we have

x = 0 : u(P )
s = Gs

(
hs(t), u

(P )
1 , . . . , u(P )

m

)
, s = m+ 1, . . . , n, (3.7)

x = L : u(P )
r = Gr

(
hr(t), u

(P )
m+1, . . . , u

(P )
n

)
, r = 1, . . . ,m. (3.8)

Therefore, we have

ur(t, L)− u(P )
r (t, L) =

n∑
s=m+1

(
us(t, L)− u(P )

s (t, L)
)
·

∫ 1

0

∂Gr

∂us

(
hr(t), τum+1(t, L) + (1− τ)u

(P )
m+1(t, L),

. . . , τun(t, L) + (1− τ)u(P )
n (t, L)

)
dτ, ∀r = 1, . . . ,m

(3.9)

and

us(t, 0)− u(P )
s (t, 0) =

m∑
r=1

(
ur(t, 0)− u(P )

r (t, 0)
)
·∫ 1

0

∂Gs

∂ur

(
hs(t), τu1(t, 0) + (1− τ)u

(P )
1 (t, 0),

. . . , τum(t, 0) + (1− τ)u(P )
m (t, 0)

)
dτ, ∀s = m+ 1, . . . , n.

(3.10)

22



Consequently, from (1.20) and (3.6), we have

max
r=1,...,m

sup
t∈[t0,τ ]

∣∣∣ur(t, L)− u(P )
r (t, L)

∣∣∣ ≤ θ(1 + ε)CSεβ
N , (3.11)

and
max

s=m+1,...,n
sup

t∈[t0,τ ]

∣∣∣us(t, 0)− u(P )
s (t, 0)

∣∣∣ ≤ θ(1 + ε)CSεβ
N . (3.12)

In the domain, similarly to (2.8), the time-periodic solution u = u(P )(t, x) satisfy the
following form(

∂xu
(P )
i + µi

(
u(P )

)
∂tu

(P )
i

)
− g̃iiu

(P )
i =

n∑
j=1

Bij

(
u(P )

)(
∂x + µi

(
u(P )

)
∂t

)
u
(P )
j

+
∑
j ̸=i

g̃iju
(P )
j +Kµi(0)u

(P )
i + g̃NL

i

(
u(P )

)
, i = 1, ..., n. (3.13)

Then multiply (2.8)(3.13) with Wr(x) for r = 1, ...,m and combine the results together, we have

(∂x + µr(u)∂t)
(
Wr

(
ur − u(P )

r

))
=(∂x + µr(u)∂t) (Wrur)−

(
∂x + µr(u

(P ))∂t

)(
Wru

(P )
r

)
−Wr ·

(
µr (u)− µr

(
u(P )

))
∂tu

(P )
r

=(∂x + µr (u) ∂t)

 n∑
j=1

WrBrj (u)
(
uj − u

(P )
j

)+ I4

+Wr

β
∑
j ̸=r

g̃rj

(
uj − u

(P )
j

)
+ (1− β)

∑
j ̸=r

g̃rj

(
uj − u

(P )
j

) , ∀r = 1, ...,m,

(3.14)

where

I4 =Wr

−
n∑

j=1

∂tur

∫ 1

0

∂µr

∂uj

(
τu+ (1− τ)u(P )

)
dτ ·

(
uj − u

(P )
j

)

−
n∑

j,k=1

∂Brj

∂uk
(u) (∂x + µr (u) ∂t)uk ·

(
uj − u

(P )
j

)
+

n∑
j=1

Brj (u) g̃rr

(
uj − u

(P )
j

)
+

n∑
j,k=1

(
∂xu

(P )
j + µr (u) ∂tu

(P )
j

)∫ 1

0

∂Brj

∂uk

(
τu+ (1− τ)u(P )

)
dτ ·

(
uk − u

(P )
k

)
+

n∑
j,k=1

Brj (u) ∂tu
(P )
j

∫ 1

0

∂µr

∂uk

(
τu+ (1− τ)u(P )

)
dτ ·

(
uk − u

(P )
k

)
+

n∑
j=1

∫ 1

0

∂g̃NL
r

∂uj

(
τuj + (1− τ)u

(P )
j

)
dτ ·

(
uj − u

(P )
j

)
+Kµr(0)

(
ur − u(P )

r

))
, ∀r = 1, ...,m.

(3.15)
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Similarly, we have

(∂x + µs(u)∂t)
(
Ws

(
us − u(P )

s

))
=(∂x + µs(u)∂t) (Wsus)−

(
∂x + µs(u

(P ))∂t

)(
Wsu

(P )
s

)
−Ws ·

(
µs (u)− µs

(
u(P )

))
∂tu

(P )
s

=(∂x + µs (u) ∂t)

 n∑
j=1

WsBsj (u)
(
uj − u

(P )
j

)+ I5

+Ws

β
∑
j ̸=s

g̃sj

(
uj − u

(P )
j

)
+ (1− β)

∑
j ̸=s

g̃sj

(
uj − u

(P )
j

) , ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n,

(3.16)

with

I5 =Ws

−
n∑

j=1

∂tus

∫ 1

0

∂µs

∂uj

(
τu+ (1− τ)u(P )

)
dτ ·

(
uj − u

(P )
j

)

−
n∑

j,k=1

∂Bsj

∂uk
(u) (∂x + µs (u) ∂t)uk ·

(
uj − u

(P )
j

)
+

n∑
j=1

Bsj (u) g̃ss

(
uj − u

(P )
j

)
+

n∑
j,k=1

(
∂xu

(P )
j + µs (u) ∂tu

(P )
j

)∫ 1

0

∂Bsj

∂uk

(
τu+ (1− τ)u(P )

)
dτ ·

(
uk − u

(P )
k

)
+

n∑
j,k=1

Bsj (u) ∂tu
(P )
j

∫ 1

0

∂µs

∂uk

(
τu+ (1− τ)u(P )

)
dτ ·

(
uk − u

(P )
k

)
+

n∑
j=1

∫ 1

0

∂g̃NL
s

∂uj

(
τuj + (1− τ)u

(P )
j

)
dτ ·

(
uj − u

(P )
j

)
+Kµs(0)

(
us − u(P )

s

))
, ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n.

(3.17)

Integrate (3.16) along the characteristic curve t = t(x; t0, x0) from x = 0 to x = x0 and
notice (2.65), we have∣∣∣us (t0, x0)− u(P )

s (t0, x0)
∣∣∣

≤θ(1 + Cε)

Ws(x0)
CSεβ

N +
C(ε+K)

Ws(x0)
CSεβ

N +

(∑
j ̸=s

|g̃sj |

)
(Ws(x0)− 1)

|g̃ss|Ws(x0)
CSεβ

N+1

+

(∑
j ̸=s

|g̃sj |

)
(Ws(x0)− 1)

|g̃ss|Ws(x0)
(1− β)CSεβ

N

≤CSεβ
N+1 +

CSεβ
N

Ws (x0)

(
θ (1 + Cε) + C (ε+K) + (1− β)Ws (x0)− 1

)
≤CSεβ

N+1.

(3.18)
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Similarly, integrate (3.14) along the characteristic curve t = t(x; t0, x0) from x = L to x = x0,
we have ∣∣∣ur (t0, x0)− u(P )

r (t0, x0)
∣∣∣ ≤ CSεβ

N+1, ∀r = 1, ...,m. (3.19)

Thus
Φ(t) ≤ CSεβ

N+1, (3.20)

and we complete the proof of Theorem 2.

4 Regularity of the time-periodic solution

In this section, we will give the proof of Theorem 4, i.e., the regularity of the time-periodic
solution u(P ) with the W 2,∞ regularity of boundary functions hi(t). First, we use the iterative
scheme (2.11)-(2.14) and give the following proposition:

Proposition 4.1. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem 4 fulfil, there exists a large enough
constant MR > 0, such that the solutions of the iteration system (2.11)-(2.14) satisfy

max
i=1,...,n

{
∥∂2

t u
(l)∥L∞ , ∥∂t∂xu(l)∥L∞ , ∥∂2

xu
(l)∥L∞ ,

}
≤ MR < +∞, (4.1)

under the hypothesis

max
i=1,...,n

{
∥∂2

t u
(l−1)∥L∞ , ∥∂t∂xu(l−1)∥L∞ , ∥∂2

xu
(l−1)∥L∞ ,

}
≤ MR < +∞. (4.2)

Once Proposition 4.1 is proved, we get the uniform W 2,∞ bounded of the sequence {u(l)}∞l=1

from (4.1). Consequently the weak∗ convergence arrives. Based on the strong convergence of
{u(l)}∞l=1 in Theorem 1, then we show the W 2,∞ regularity of u(P ).

Proof : Actually, since Proposition 2.1, for each l ∈ Z+, we have (2.15)-(2.19), and∥∥∥u(l)∥∥∥
C1

≤ M1ε,
∥∥∥u(l−1)

∥∥∥
C1

≤ M1ε. (4.3)

Denote
ϕ
(l)
i = ∂tz

(l)
i = ∂2

t u
(l)
i , i = 1, ..., n; l ∈ Z+, (4.4)

then take the temporal derivative on (2.42)-(2.43), we have

x = 0 : ϕ(l)
s =

∂Gs

∂hs

(
hs, u

(l−1)
1 , ..., u(l−1)

m

)
h

′′
s (t) +

∂2Gs

∂h2s

(
hs, u

(l−1)
1 , ..., u(l−1)

m

)
(h

′
s(t))

2

+ 2

m∑
r=1

∂2Gs

∂hs∂ur

(
hs, u

(l−1)
1 , . . . , u(l−1)

m

)
z(l−1)
r h

′
s(t)

+
m∑
r=1

∂Gs

∂ur

(
hs, u

(l−1)
1 , . . . , u(l−1)

m

)
ϕ(l−1)
r

+

m∑
r,r′=1

∂2Gs

∂ur∂ur′

(
hs, u

(l−1)
1 , . . . , u(l−1)

m

)
z(l−1)
r z

(l−1)
r′ , ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n,

(4.5)
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and

x = L : ϕ(l)
r =

∂Gr

∂hr

(
hr, u

(l−1)
m+1 , ..., u

(l−1)
n

)
h

′′
r (t) +

∂2Gr

∂h2r

(
hr, u

(l−1)
m+1 , ..., u

(l−1)
n

)
(h

′
r(t))

2

+ 2
n∑

s=m+1

∂2Gr

∂hr∂us

(
hr, u

(l−1)
m+1 , . . . , u

(l−1)
n

)
z(l−1)
s h

′
r(t)

+

n∑
s=m+1

∂Gr

∂us

(
hr, u

(l−1)
m+1 , . . . , u

(l−1)
n

)
ϕ(l−1)
s

+
n∑

s,s′=m+1

∂2Gr

∂us∂us′

(
hr, u

(l−1)
m+1 , . . . , u

(l−1)
n

)
z(l−1)
s z

(l−1)
s′ , ∀r = 1, ...,m.

(4.6)

By assumptions (1.19), (1.20), (4.2), and the boundary regularity (1.28), we can easily arrive

sup
t

|ϕ(l)
r (t, L)| ≤ (

1

2
+ Cε)M0 + (

1

2
+ Cε)MR + Cε2 ≤ λMR, ∀r = 1, ...,m (4.7)

for small λ ∈ (0, 1) and lager enough constant MR. Similarly,

sup
t

|ϕ(l)
s (t, 0)| ≤ (

1

2
+ Cε)M0 + (

1

2
+ Cε)MR + Cε2 ≤ λMR, ∀s = m+ 1, ..., n. (4.8)

In the domain {(t, x)|t ∈ R, 0 < x < L}, we also take the temporal derivative on (2.46) to
get

∂xϕ
(l)
i + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tϕ

(l)
i − g̃iiϕ

(l)
i

=− 2
n∑

j=1

∂µi

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j ϕ

(l)
i −

n∑
j,k=1

∂2µi

∂uj∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k z

(l−1)
j z

(l)
i

−
n∑

j=1

∂µi

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
ϕ
(l−1)
j z

(l)
i

+

n∑
j,k,p=1

∂2Bij

∂uk∂up

(
u(l−1)

)
z(l−1)
p z

(l−1)
k

(
ω
(l−1)
j + µi(u

(l−1))z
(l−1)
j

)
+

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
ϕ
(l−1)
k

(
ω
(l−1)
j + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

)
+

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k

(
∂xz

(l−1)
j + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tz

(l−1)
j

)
+

n∑
j,k,p=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k

∂µi

∂up

(
u(l−1)

)
z(l−1)
p z

(l−1)
j

+

n∑
j,k,p=1

∂Bij

∂up

(
u(l−1)

) ∂µi

∂up

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j z(l−1)

p

+

n∑
j,k,p=1

Bij

(
u(l−1)

) ∂2µi

∂uk∂up

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k z

(l−1)
j z(l−1)

p

+

n∑
j,k=1

Bij

(
u(l−1)

) ∂µi

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)(
ϕ
(l−1)
k z

(l−1)
j + z

(l−1)
k ϕ

(l−1)
j

)

(4.9)
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+
n∑

j=1

(
∂x + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

)(
Bij

(
u(l−1)

)
ϕ
(l−1)
j +

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j z

(l−1)
k

)

+
n∑

j,k=1

(
∂x +

∂µi

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
∂t

)(
Bij

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

)
−

n∑
j,k,p=1

∂2Bij

∂uk∂up

(
u(l−1)

)
z(l−1)
p z

(l−1)
j

(
ω
(l−1)
k + µi(u

(l−1))z
(l−1)
k

)
−

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
ϕ
(l−1)
j

(
ω
(l−1)
k + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k

)
−

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

(
∂xz

(l−1)
k + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tz

(l−1)
k

)
−

n∑
j,k,p=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
j

∂µi

∂up

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k z(l−1)

p

+

n∑
j,k=1

∂2g̃NL
i

∂uj∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
z
(l−1)
k z

(l−1)
j +

n∑
j=1

∂g̃NL
i

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
ϕ
(l−1)
j

+Kµi(0)ϕ
(l−1)
i +

∑
j ̸=i

g̃ijϕ
(l−1)
j , ∀i = 1, ..., n.

For r = 1, ...,m, we rewrite (4.9) with Wr(x) and integrate along the characteristic curve t =

t
(l)
r (x, t0, x0) from x = L to x = x0 to get

∥ϕ(l)
r ∥L∞ ≤ λMR

Wr(x0)
+

C(ε+K)

Wr(x0)
·MR +

(∑
j ̸=r

|g̃rj |

)
(Wr(x0)− 1)

|g̃rr|Wr(x0)
·MR

≤MR +
MR

Wr (x0)

(
λ+ C (ε+K)− 1

)
≤MR,

(4.10)

where we have used (4.2), (4.3), (4.7), and the smallness of ε and K. Then for s = m+ 1, ..., n,
we can similarly have

∥ϕ(l)
s ∥L∞ ≤ λMR

Ws(x0)
+

C(ε+K)

Ws(x0)
·MR +

(∑
j ̸=s

|g̃sj |

)
(Ws(x0)− 1)

|g̃ss|Ws(x0)
·MR

≤MR +
MR

Ws (x0)

(
λ+ C (ε+K)− 1

)
≤MR.

(4.11)

Next, utilize (2.47), the assumptions (1.11), (2.3), (4.10) and (4.11) lead us to get

∥∂x∂tu(l)i ∥L∞ ≤ MR, ∀i = 1, ..., n. (4.12)
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Moreover, take the spatial derivative on (2.11), we get

∂2
xu

(l)
i + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
∂x∂tu

(l)
i − g̃ii∂xu

(l)
i

=−
n∑

j=1

∂µi

∂uj
∂tu

(l)
i +

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)(
∂xu

(l−1)
j + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
∂tu

(l−1)
j

)
∂xu

(l−1)
k

+
n∑

j=1

Bij

(
u(l−1)

)(
∂2
xu

(l−1)
j + µi

(
u(l−1)

)
∂x∂tu

(l−1)
j

)
+

n∑
j,k=1

Bij

(
u(l−1)

)(
∂xu

(l−1)
j +

∂µi

∂uk

(
u(l−1)

)
∂xu

(l−1)
k ∂tu

(l−1)
j

)

+
∑
j ̸=i

g̃ij∂xu
(l−1)
j +Kµi(0)∂xu

(l−1)
i +

n∑
j=1

∂g̃NL
i

∂uj

(
u(l−1)

)
∂xu

(l−1)
j , ∀i = 1, ..., n.

(4.13)

Combine (1.11), (2.3), (4.2), (4.3), and (4.12), we have

∥∂2
xu

(l)
i ∥L∞ ≤ MR, ∀i = 1, ..., n. (4.14)

Hence we finish the proof of Proposition 4.1.

5 Boundary stabilization around the time-periodic solution

In this section, we will prove Theorem 5. Actually, same as in [10, 19, 32], we can view
the boundary condition (1.15)-(1.16) as a feedback boundary control while all the hi(t) ≡ 0 for
i = 1, ..., n. When the dissipative hypothesis (1.20) fulfil, the weak dissipation system (1.1) can
be stabilized by the feedback control near the constant equilibrium u = 0. In this paper, we will
show the stabilization property for the system around the corresponding time-periodic solution
u(P ).

In fact, we have already obtain the C0 convergence results in Theorem 2:

max
i=1,...,n

∥∥∥ui(t, ·)− u
(P )
i (t, ·)

∥∥∥
C0

≤ CSεβ
N , ∀t ∈ [NT0, (N + 1)T0) , (5.1)

and further we have

max
i=1,...,n

∥∥∥ui(t, ·)− u
(P )
i (t, ·)

∥∥∥
C0

≤ CSεβ
N+1, ∀t ∈ [(N + 1)T0, (N + 2)T0) (5.2)

for each N ∈ N+. What’s more, according to Theorem 1, Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 4, we get

∥u∥C1 ≤ CEε,
∥∥∥u(P )

∥∥∥
C1

≤ CEε,
∥∥∥u(P )

∥∥∥
W 2,∞

≤ MR. (5.3)

Since continuity, we will prove the C0 estimates of the first derivatives by an iteration, that is,
suppose

max
i=1,...,n

{∥∥∥∂tui(t, ·)− ∂tu
(P )
i (t, ·)

∥∥∥
C0

,
∥∥∥∂xui(t, ·)− ∂xu

(P )
i (t, ·)

∥∥∥
C0

}
≤C̃Sβ

Nε, ∀t ∈ [NT0, τ ] ,

(5.4)
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for each N ∈ N+ and τ ∈ [(N + 1)T0, (N + 2)T0), then we will show that

max
i=1,...,n

{∥∥∥∂tui(t, ·)− ∂tu
(P )
i (t, ·)

∥∥∥
C0

,
∥∥∥∂xui(t, ·)− ∂xu

(P )
i (t, ·)

∥∥∥
C0

}
≤C̃Sβ

N+1ε, ∀t ∈ [(N + 1)T0, τ ] .

(5.5)

Similar steps to other sections, we first consider boundary estimates. Take the temporal deriva-
tive on boundary conditions (1.15)-(1.16), we have

x = 0 : ∂tus =zs = h′s(t)
∂Gs

∂hs
(hs(t), u1, . . . , um)

+
m∑
r=1

zr
∂Gs

∂ur
(hs(t), u1, . . . , um) , s = m+ 1, . . . , n, (5.6)

x = L : ∂tur =zr = h′r(t)
∂Gr

∂hr
(hr(t), um+1, . . . , un)

+
n∑

s=m+1

zs
∂Gr

∂us
(hr(t), um+1, . . . , un) , r = 1, . . . ,m (5.7)

and

x = 0 : ∂tu
(P )
s =z(P )

s = h′s(t)
∂Gs

∂hs

(
hs(t), u

(P )
1 , . . . , u(P )

m

)
+

m∑
r=1

z(P )
r

∂Gs

∂ur

(
hs(t), u

(P )
1 , . . . , u(P )

m

)
, s = m+ 1, . . . , n, (5.8)

x = L : ∂tu
(P )
r =z(P )

r = h′r(t)
∂Gr

∂hr

(
hr(t), u

(P )
m+1, . . . , u

(P )
n

)
+

n∑
s=m+1

z(P )
s

∂Gr

∂us

(
hr(t), u

(P )
m+1, . . . , u

(P )
n

)
, r = 1, . . . ,m. (5.9)

For s = m+ 1, ..., n, we have

zs(t, 0)− z(P )
s (t, 0) = h′s(t)

m∑
r=1

(
ur(t, 0)− u(P )

r (t, 0)
)
·∫ 1

0

∂2Gs

∂ur∂hs

(
hs(t), γu1(t, 0) + (1− γ)u

(P )
1 (t, 0), . . . , γum(t, 0) + (1− γ)u(P )

m (t, 0)
)
dγ

+

m∑
r=1

(
zr(t, 0)− z(P )

r (t, 0)
) ∂Gs

∂ur
(hs(t), u1(t, 0), . . . , um(t, 0))

+

m∑
r,r′=1

z(P )
r (t, 0)

(
ur′(t, 0)− u

(P )
r′ (t, 0)

)
.

∫ 1

0

∂2Gs

∂ur′∂ur

(
hs(t), γu1(t, 0) + (1− γ)u

(P )
1 (t, 0), . . . , γum(t, 0) + (1− γ)u(P )

m (t, 0)
)
dγ.

(5.10)

By (5.1)-(5.4), on the boundary x = 0 we have

sup
t∈[NT0,τ ]

∣∣∣zs(t, 0)− z(P )
s (t, 0)

∣∣∣ ≤ (1

2
+ Cε

)
C̃Sβ

Nε+ CεCSβ
N+1ε+ Cε2

≤ β∗C̃Sβ
Nε ≤ C̃Sβ

N+1ε,

(5.11)
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where we have used the facts 1 − β ≪ 1 and 1
2 + Cε < β∗ < β. Similarly, for r = 1, . . . ,m, we

have
sup

t∈[NT0,τ ]

∣∣∣zr(t, L)− z(P )
r (t, L)

∣∣∣ ≤ β∗C̃Sβ
Nε ≤ C̃Sβ

N+1ε. (5.12)

In the domain {(t, x)|t ∈ R, 0 < x < L}, we consider the formulas of zi and z
(P )
i for

i = 1, ..., n. Take the temporal derivative to (2.8) and (3.13) to get

∂xzi + µi (u) ∂tzi − g̃iizi

=−
n∑

j=1

∂µi

∂uj
(u) zjzi +

n∑
j=1

Bij (u) (∂xzj + µi (u) ∂tzj)

+
n∑

j,k=1

Bij (u)
∂µi

∂uk
(u) zkzj +

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk
(u) zk (ωj + µi (u) zj)

+
∑
j ̸=i

g̃ijzj +Kµi(0)zi +
n∑

j=1

∂g̃NL
i

∂uj
(u) zj , ∀i = 1, ..., n

(5.13)

and
∂xz

(P )
i + µi

(
u(P )

)
∂tz

(P )
i − g̃iiz

(P )
i

=−
n∑

j=1

∂µi

∂uj

(
u(P )

)
z
(P )
j z

(P )
i +

n∑
j=1

Bij

(
u(P )

)(
∂xz

(P )
j + µi

(
u(P )

)
∂tz

(P )
j

)
+

n∑
j,k=1

Bij

(
u(P )

) ∂µi

∂uk

(
u(P )

)
z
(P )
k z

(P )
j

+

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(P )

)
z
(P )
k

(
ω
(P )
j + µi

(
u(P )

)
z
(P )
j

)
+
∑
j ̸=i

g̃ijz
(P )
j +Kµi(0)z

(P )
i +

n∑
j=1

∂g̃NL
i

∂uj

(
u(P )

)
z
(P )
j , ∀i = 1, ..., n.

(5.14)

Noting that

n∑
j=1

Bij(u) (∂xzj + µi(u)∂tzj)−Bij

(
u(P )

)(
∂xz

(P )
j + µi

(
u(P )

)
∂tz

(P )
j

)
=

n∑
j=1

(∂x + µi(u)∂t) (Bij(u)zj)−
(
∂x + µi

(
u(P )

)
∂t

)(
Bij

(
u(P )

)
z
(P )
j

)
−

n∑
j,j′=1

zj
∂Bij

∂uj′
(u)
(
wj′ + µi(u)zj′

)
− z

(P )
j

∂Bij

∂uj′

(
u(P )

)(
w

(P )
j′ + µi

(
u(P )

)
z
(P )
j′

)
,
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thus we have

∂x

(
zi − z

(P )
i

)
+ µi(u)∂t

(
zi − z

(P )
i

)
− g̃ii

(
zi − z

(P )
i

)
=−

(
µi(u)− µi

(
u(P )

))
∂tz

(P )
i +

n∑
j=1

(
µi(u)− µi

(
u(P )

))
Bij

(
u(P )

)
∂tz

(P )
j

+

n∑
j=1

(∂x + µi(u)∂t)
((

Bij(u)−Bij

(
u(P )

))
zj +Bij

(
u(P )

)(
zj − z

(P )
j

))
+

n∑
j,k=1

(
µi(u)− µi

(
u(P )

)) ∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(P )

)
z
(P )
k z

(P )
j

−
n∑

j,k=1

((
∂Bij

∂uk
(u)− ∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(P )

))
zjwk +

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(P )

)(
zj − z

(P )
j

)
wk

)

−
n∑

j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(P )

)
z
(P )
j

(
wk − w

(P )
k

)
−

n∑
j=1

(
∂µi

∂uj
(u)− ∂µi

∂uj

(
u(P )

))
zjzi

−
n∑

j,k=1

(
∂Bij

∂uk
(u)µi(u)−

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(P )

)
µi

(
u(P )

))
zjzk

−
n∑

j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(P )

)
µi

(
u(P )

)((
zj − z

(P )
j

)
zk + z

(P )
j

(
zk − z

(P )
k

))
−

n∑
j=1

∂µi

∂uj

(
u(P )

)((
zj − z

(P )
j

)
zi + z

(P )
j

(
zi − z

(P )
i

))
+

n∑
j,k=1

(
Bij(u)

∂µi

∂uk
(u)−Bij

(
u(P )

) ∂µi

∂uk

(
u(P )

))
zkzj

+
n∑

j,k=1

Bij

(
u(P )

) ∂µi

∂uk

(
u(P )

)((
zk − z

(P )
k

)
zj + z

(P )
k

(
zj − z

(P )
j

))
+

n∑
j,k=1

(
∂Bij

∂uk
(u)− ∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(P )

))
zk (wj + µi(u)zj)

+

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(P )

)(
zk − z

(P )
k

)
(wj + µi(u)zj)

+

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(P )

)
z
(P )
k

((
wj − w

(P )
j

)
+ µi(u)

(
zj − z

(P )
j

))
+

n∑
j,k=1

∂Bij

∂uk

(
u(P )

)
z
(P )
k

(
µi(u)− µi

(
u(P )

))
z
(P )
j +

∑
j ̸=i

g̃ij

(
zj − z

(P )
j

)
+Kµi(0)

(
zi − z

(P )
i

)
+

n∑
j=1

∂g̃NL
i

∂uj

(
u(P )

)(
zj − z

(P )
j

)
+

n∑
j=1

(
∂g̃NL

i

∂uj
(u)− ∂g̃NL

i

∂uj

(
u(P )

))
z
(P )
j , ∀i = 1, ..., n.

(5.15)
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For r = 1, ...,m and s = m+1, ..., n, we multiply (5.15) with Wr(x) and Ws(x) respectively, and
integrate along the corresponding characteristic curve t = ti

(
x; t̃, x̃

)
defined by

d

dx
ti
(
x; t̃, x̃

)
= µi

(
u
(
ti
(
x; t̃, x̃

)
, x
))

,

ti
(
x̃; t̃, x̃

)
= t̃.

(5.16)

Noting the definition of T0 in (1.27), then for every point
(
t̃, x̃
)
∈ [(N + 1)T0, τ ], the char-

acteristic curve t = ti
(
x; t̃, x̃

)
will intersect the boundary in a time interval shorter than T0,

i.e.,
tr
(
L; t̃, x̃

)
∈
[
t̃− T0, t̃

]
⊆ [NT0, τ ] , ∀t̃ ∈ [(N + 1)T0, τ ] ,

ts
(
0; t̃, x̃

)
∈
[
t̃− T0, t̃

]
⊆ [NT0, τ ] , ∀t̃ ∈ [(N + 1)T0, τ ] .

Therefore, from (2.3), (2.7), (5.1)-(5.4), and (5.11)-(5.12) , for r = 1, ...,m, we have∣∣∣zr (t̃, x̃)− z(P )
r

(
t̃, x̃
)∣∣∣

≤β∗C̃Sεβ
N

Wr (x̃)
+

(∑
j ̸=r

|g̃rj |

)
(Wr(x̃)− 1)

|g̃rr|Wr (x̃)
· C̃Sεβ

N +
C (ε+K)

Wr (x̃)
· C̃Sεβ

N

+ max
1=1,...,n

sup
u∈U

|∇µi(u)|MRCSεβ
N + Cε · CSεβ

N + Cε2.

(5.17)

Here we take the large enough constant C̃S satisfying

C̃S ≥
max

1=1,...,n
sup
u∈U

|∇µi(u)|MRCSM3

1− β∗ − (1− β)M3
+ CS (5.18)

with
(1− β)M3 < 1− β∗.

Then we have∣∣∣zr (t̃, x̃)− z(P )
r

(
t̃, x̃
)∣∣∣ ≤ C̃Sεβ

N+1, ∀
(
t̃, x̃
)
∈ [(N + 1)T0, τ ]× [0, L]. (5.19)

Similarly for s = m+ 1, ..., n, we have∣∣∣zs (t̃, x̃)− z(P )
s

(
t̃, x̃
)∣∣∣ ≤ C̃Sεβ

N+1, ∀
(
t̃, x̃
)
∈ [(N + 1)T0, τ ]× [0, L]. (5.20)
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Combine (2.8) and (3.13) to get

wi − w
(P )
i = g̃ii

(
ui − u

(P )
i

)
−
(
µi(u)− µi

(
u(P )

))
zi − µi

(
u(P )

)(
zi − z

(P )
i

)
+

n∑
j=1

(
Bij(u)−Bij

(
u(P )

))
wj +

n∑
j=1

Bij

(
u(P )

)(
wj − w

(P )
j

)
+

n∑
j=1

(
Bij(u)µi(u)−Bij

(
u(P )

)
µi

(
u(P )

))
zj

+

n∑
j=1

Bij

(
u(P )

)
µi

(
u(P )

)(
zj − z

(P )
j

)
+
∑
j ̸=i

g̃ij

(
ui − u

(P )
i

)
+Kµi(0)

(
ui − u

(P )
i

)
+ g̃NL

i (u)− g̃NL
i

(
u(P )

)
. i = 1, . . . , n.

(5.21)

From (1.11), (2.3), (5.1)-(5.4), and (5.17), (5.20), we have∥∥∥wi(t, ·)− w
(P )
i (t, ·)

∥∥∥
C◦

≤ CSβ
Nε · Cε+ C̃Sβ

Nε · Cε+ Cε2

≤ C̃Sβ
N+1ε, ∀t ∈ [(N + 1)T0, τ ] , ∀i = 1, . . . , n.

(5.22)

Thus we complete the proof of Theorem 5.

6 Acknowledgment

Peng Qu is supported in part by NSFC Grants No. 12122104, 11831011, and Shanghai
Science and Technology Programs 21ZR1406000, 21JC1400600, 19JC1420101. Huimin Yu is
supported in part by NSFC Grant No. 12271310 and Natural Science Foundation of Shandong
Province ZR2022MA088.

References

[1] H. Cai, Z. Tan, Time periodic solutions to the compressible Navier-Stokes-Poisson system
with damping, Commun. Math. Sci., 15(3)(2017), 789-812.

[2] J. Coron, G. Bastin, Dissipative boundary conditions for one-dimensional quasi-linear hy-
perbolic systems: Lyapunov stability for the C1-norm, SIAM J. Control. Optim., 53 (2015)
1464-1483.

[3] J. Coron et al, Dissipative boundary conditions for 2×2 hyperbolic systems of conservation
laws for entropy solutions in BV, J. Differ. Equ., 262 (2015), 1-30.

[4] C. Dafermos, L. Hsiao, Hyperbolic systems of balance laws with inhomogeneity and dissi-
pation, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 31(4)(1982), 471-491.

[5] L. Hu, Sharp time estimates for exact boundary controllability of quasilinear hyperbolic
systems, SIAM J. Control Optim., 53 (6) (2015), 3383-3410.

33



[6] S. Kawashima, Systems of a hyperbolic-parabolic composite type, with applications to the
equations of magnetohydrodynamics, Doctoral Thesis, Kyoto University, 1984.

[7] S. Kawashima, Large-time behaviour of solutions to hyperbolic-parabolic systems of con-
servation laws and applications, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A 106(1987), 169-194.

[8] S. Kawashima, Y. Shizuta, On the normal form of the symmetric hyperbolic-parabolic
systems associated with the conservation laws, Tohoku Math. J., 40 (2) (1988), 449-464.

[9] S. Kawashima, W. Yong, Dissipative structure and entropy for hyperbolic systems of balance
laws, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 174 (2004), 345-364.

[10] T. Li, Global classical solutions for quasilinear hyperbolic systems, Research in Applied
Mathematics, vol. 32, John Wiley and Sons, 1994.

[11] T. Li, W. Yu, Boundary value problems for quasilinear hyperbolic systems, Duke University
Mathematics Series, vol. V, Duke University, 1985.

[12] Y. Li, C. Liu, Asymptotic stability of equilibrium state to the mixed initial-boundary value
problem for quasilinear hyperbolic systems. Chin. Ann. Math. Ser. B, 36(2015), 323-344.

[13] T. Liu, Quasilinear hyperbolic systems, Comm. Math. Phys., 68 (1979), 141-172.

[14] T. Luo, Bounded solutions and periodic solutions of viscous polytropic gas equations, Chin.
Ann. Math. Ser. B, 18(1)(1997), 99-112.

[15] H. Ma, S. Ukai, T. Yang, Time periodic solutions of compressible Navier-Stokes equations,
J. Differ. Equ., 248(9)(2010), 2275-2293.

[16] A. Matsumura, T. Nishida, Periodic solutions of a viscous gas equation, NorthHolland
Math. Stud., 160(1989), 49-82.

[17] T. Naoki, Existence of a time periodic solution for the compressible Euler equations with a
time periodic outer force, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl., 53(2020),103080.

[18] M. Ohnawa, M. Suzuki, Time-periodic solutions of symmetric hyperbolic systems, J. Hy-
perbolic Differ. Equ., 17(4)(2020), 707-726.

[19] T. Qin, Global smooth solutions of dissipative boundary value problems for first order
quasilinear hyperbolic systems, Chin. Ann. Math., Ser. B, 6 (1985) 289-298.

[20] R. Plaza, J. Valdovinos, Dissipative structure of one-dimensional isothermal compressible
fluids of Korteweg type, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 514(2)(2022), 126336.

[21] P. Qu, Time-periodic solutions to quasilinear hyperbolic systems with time-periodic bound-
ary conditions, J. Math. Pures Appl., 139(9)(2020), 356-382.

[22] P. Qu, H. Yu, X. Zhang, Subsonic time-periodic solution to compressible Euler equations
with damping in a bounded domain, J. Differ. Equ., 352(2023), 122-152.

[23] Y. Shizuta, S. Kawashima, Systems of equations of hyperbolic-parabolic type with applica-
tions to the discrete Boltzmann equation, Hokkaido Math. J. 14(1985) 249-275.

[24] S. Takeno, Time-periodic solutions for a scalar conservation law, Nonlinear Anal.,
45(8)(2001), 1039-1060.

34



[25] B. Temple, R. Young, A Nash-Moser framework for finding periodic solutions of the com-
pressible Euler equations, J. Sci. Comput., 64(3)(2015), 761-772.

[26] B. Temple, R. Young, The nonlinear theory of sound, https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2305.
15623.

[27] J. Xu, S. Kawashima, Global classical solutions for partially dissipative hyperbolic system
of balance laws, Arch. Ration Mech. Anal., 211(2) (2015), 513-553.

[28] L. Ying, C. Wang, Global solutions to the Cauchy problem for a nonhomogeneous quasi-
linear hyperbolic system, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 33(1980), 579-597.

[29] H. Yuan, Time-periodic isentropic supersonic Euler flows in one-dimensional ducts driving
by periodic boundary conditions, Acta. Math. Sci. Ser. B (Engl. Ed.), 39(2)(2019), 403-412.

[30] W. Yong, Entropy and global existence for hyperbolic balance laws, Arch. Ration. Mech.
Anal., 172 (2004) 247-266.

[31] X. Zhang, J. Sun, H. Yu. Global existence and stability of subsonic time-periodic solution to
the damped compressible Euler equations in a bounded domain, https://doi.org/10.48550/
arXiv. 2205. 05858.

[32] Y. Zhao, Classical Solutions for Quasilinear Hyperbolic Systems, Doctor thesis, Fudan
University, Shanghai, 1986.

35


